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□ This action Is made final. 



pTim application has been examined □ Responsive to communication filed on _____ 

A shortened statutory period for response to this action Is set to expi m ?^ mnnth , ft , 

Ea^ to re^ndv^thln the per,od for response 

P * ft l ™ KNOWING ATTACHMENT(C) ARE PART OF THIS ACTION: 

^ Notice of References Cited by Examiner PTO-aos „ ra / ... 

3. □ ^a^^^to^^ST^ _ « ^ - re patent Drawing, PTO-948. 

5. □ information on How to Effect Drawing Changes, PTO-1474. £ □ N ° tlce of lnformal P ^t Application, Form PTO-152. 



0 SUMMARY OF ACTION 

1- $ Claims i~ { 



Of the above, claims 



2. □ Claims 



are pending In the application. 
_ are wfthdrawn from consideration. 



3. □ Claims 



4. J-'ctalm* LzJx. 

5L □ Claims. 

«- □ Claims 



have been cancelled, 
are allowed, 
are rejected, 
are objected to. 



_ " <"* sW** ^ restriction or election requirement. 

7. □ TW, epp*^ bas been flfcc w«h Woma , orawln98 m6w 3 7 C . F . R . 1.85wh.cha re acce P ,a b ,e,o r exa m , ra « l o npunposes . 
a. □ Formal drawings are required in response to this Office action. 

9. □ The corrected or substitute drawings have been received on „ „ „„ t 

are □ acceptable.D not acceptable (see explanation or Notice re Patent Drawing, PTO^T ^ ^ dfaW,n9S 

« □ The proposed additional or substitute sheetfs) of drawings, filed on. 

examiner. □ disapproved by the examiner (see explanation). 



has (have) been □ approved by the 



11. □ The proposed drawing correction, filed on 



-.has been □ approved. □ disapproved (see explanation). 



11 □ ^^^^^^^^ 1 19. Tbe copy he, □ beenreceK.ee □ not been received 

U been filed in parent application, serial no. «, « 

~ — ■ _ ,* Tiled on 



13. □ Since this application appears to be In condition for allowance exceot for fr,rm*i * 

accordance with the practice under Ex parte Ouayie, r C TO." ' " " * ** ' S *»* ln 

14. □ Other 
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of 35 U S *S 11 riSS til ? ; uotB j; on ° f the appropriate paragraphs 
ILI Jl'J that form the basis for the rejections under 

this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless -- 

nubli^! + t nVe ? ti *K/ aS Patented or described in a printed 
on h±S ° r 8 forelan country or in public use or 

Sate of ^ ±S + CQun ^y' mQr * than one year prior to the 
date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims i, 2 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. S 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Seymour. 

See col. 11, li„e 57 - col. 12, line 31. 



the bIsL f ?or°=i? 9 3 qU ° tat±0n of 35 "'E.G. * 103 which im 
the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Offi 
action: 



rms 
ce 



A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not 
identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 

thi K?° U ? J? ^ Patented and the Prior art are such that 
the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the 

^ f nVent f° n WBS made to a P^son having ordinary 
o i * ?A art t0 Wh±ch ea±d sub ^ct matter pertains! 
Patentability shall not he negatived by the manner in which 
the invention was made. 

Subject matter developed by another person, which qualifies 

of t£?\Ei ° n \ y ^ der Eubs * c tion <f> or (g) of section l| 2 
^tle, shall not preclude patentability under this 

at" ^ ?K bd ! Ct ' natter the Cla±med invention 

were, at the time the invention was made, owned by the same 

person or subject to an obligation of assignment la the same 

The factual inquiries set forth in Grahmm v. John i)eere Co., 
383 U.S. 1, 86 S.Ct. 684, 15 L.Ed. 2nd 545 (1966), 148 USPO 459, 
that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
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obviousness under 35 U.S.C. ff 103 are summarized as follows. 

1. Determining the scope and contents of the prior art; 

Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and 



the claims at issue; and 
Reso 
art. 



3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent 



Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being 
unpatentable over Seymour taken with Nitschke. 

Employing different vacuum levels in the chambers would have 
been obvious as suggested known in Nitschke for avoiding negative 
curvature at the end portions. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to J Wocd^H 
whose telephone number is (703) 303-2050. ireCted to J * Woodard 

. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status o-f 
tha. application should be directed to the GroCp receptionist 
whose telephone number is <703) 308-0651. receptionist 

JOYE L. WOODARD 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 
ART UNIT 133 



J. Woodard/krb 
June 21, 1994 



